simple analogy can be used with a pre-estimated, small error if the half-life of the tracer is large enough.
Water Content-Pressure Head Relationship
In a recent Note, Watson and Whisler (1) discussed what appeared to be a system-dependent effect in the water content-pressure head relationship. As a result of additional experimental work and some discussions held during the 9th International Congress of Soil Science, it is now possible to explain more fully the results documented in the Note.
The system under consideration was the gravity drainage of a layered sand column in which a fine sand overlay a coarser sand. It was recognized that the access of air to the coarser sand was the limiting factor in the drainage of that layer. However, it was tacitly assumed that while air was continuing to enter the coarse sand through the wet fine sand immediately above the interface, the pressure in that air would be equal to atmospheric pressure. This assumption was not a valid one and further measurements have shown that, upon the entry of air to the lower layer, the air pressure in the layer assumes a value less than atmospheric pressure by an amount approximately equal to the difference between the air entry values of the fine and coarse sands. This air pressure becomes less negative as drainage continues. When the measured pressure head in the water is adjusted by the air pressure at the time in question, a moisture characteristic of normal shape is obtained. Further work on the analysis of the entire system involving the two phase fluid movement across the interface is continuing.
K. K. WATSON University of New South Wales, Kensington, N.S.W., Australia

Journal Quality and Review Problems
At the 1968 annual meeting in New Orleans the Board of Directors of the Society approved changing the "Letters to the Editor" department to "Comment and Letters to the Editor." The purpose was to make it convenient for the Editor-in-Chief or Editorial Board and officers of the Society to institute discussion of important Society affairs in the columns of the journal. In this last issue of the journal in my tenure as Editor-in-Chief I am inviting discussion on a problem of vital concern to the achievement of our professional goals as members of the SSSA. The issue is the nature and quality of journal papers and quality control through editorial review.
For many years editorial policy of the SSSA Proceedings has involved anonymous peer review and editorial control by one of a group of associate editors following review. Paper rejection has been exercised by the Editor-in-Chief. In recent years roughly two-thirds of the papers submitted have been accepted with only minor revision, negotiated with authors by an associate editor. The remaining submitted papers have been released by the Editor-in-Chief, but many of these have been drastically revised and improved, resubmitted, and eventually published.
For the most part, editor relationships with authors of released papers have been good, particularly where it has been possible to give some encouragement for return if review criticism is met. Nonetheless, the problem of imposing quality standards and at the same time avoiding censorship is difficult and is the most trying duty of the Editorin-Chief. Immediate reaction to negative editorial decisions is subjective, as should be expected, and the Editor-in-Chief would be helped in developing his judgment by more objective discussion of editorial standards, carried on in the absence of an immediate personal concern for a particular paper. Such discussion in these columns would be helpful and no one should be reticent about commenting for fear of identifying himself as one who has had a paper rejectedthe most celebrated of our colleagues, award winners, Society officers, and particularly, associate editors, have had the experience. In fact, most of those who have escaped the experience have done so by not submitting a paper.
Editorial standards do vary appreciably from associate editor to associate editor; this variation is only partially offset by exercise of final judgment on difficult papers by the Editor-in-Chief. Because of multiple standards it is possible that there is some truth to opposing assertions: (i) the SSSA Proceedings publishes much "junk," and (ii) only quality papers reach publication in the SSSA Proceedings. How high should our journal standards be and what relative emphasis should be put on readability and technical quality?
Somewhat apart from editorial and technical quality control, but nonetheless related, is the question of what should be included in a scientific paper published in our journal. Views on this vary widely. The same paper may be criticized by different reviewers as going into unnecessary detail and as lacking in needed detail to permit others to carry out verifying experiments. Much comment is heard today about the impossibility of keeping up with current literature even in relatively narrow fields. Many scientists conceded that they actually read critically only a small fraction of what is published in their own field of specialization. This suggests, perhaps, that our professional journal in soils might be more useful to all of us if most papers were written so as to be more informative in a general way to the soil science audience, emphasizing in highly readable and informative fashion the new idea or information intended to be conveyed. Perhaps most papers could be written so as to get to the point quickly and succinctly, with details of experiments and supporting data of interest to relatively few colleagues being held in departmental or Society repositories
